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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . After the amendment filed on 10/09/2007, Claims 1 , 5, 22, 25-28, 29 and 31 -32 
were amended. As a result claims 1-32 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-2, 6-17, 20-22, 24, 28, and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Miyamoto et al (US 2003/0199316) in view of Johnson et al 
(US 6267248) and Sines et al (US 2001/0000778). 

Regarding claim 1: Miyamoto '316 discloses an automated gaming system 
comprising a gaming table and an upright video display panel (paragraph [0050]) 
(Fig. 1 ); a table having an upper surface (Fig. 1 ), the upper surface having a 
video display surface that provides a video display at least two different player 
positions (paragraph [0051]) (Fig. 1); and at least one processor in information . 
communication with the upright video display panel and the video display 
surface, the processor or processors directing video display on both the upright 
video display panel and the video display surface (paragraphs [0062] - [0066]); 
and dealing the virtual cards to players (paragraph [0073]). However Miyamoto 
does not disclose a mechanical card shuffling device; a card reader; providing 
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game rules for the play of at least one casino table card game without the use of 
physical cards on the table; or that a card reader establishes an electronic file of 
an order of a randomized set of cards and provides information from the 
electronic file that enables the main game processor to provide virtual cards to 
players based upon the order of cards identified in the electronic file. 

Johnson r 248 discloses a mechanical card shuffling device (abstract); a 
card reader (Col. 2, Lines 36-37); and that a card reader establishes an 
electronic file of an order of a randomized set of cards and provides information 
from the electronic file that enables the main game processor to provide virtual 
cards based upon the order of cards identified in the electronic file (Col 4, Line 50 
- Col. 5, Line 6) (Col. 6, Lines 4-7). 

Sines 778 discloses providing game rules for the play of at least one 
casino table card game without the use of physical cards on the table (paragraph 
[0180]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to create a quicker and therefore more enjoyable 
game for players to play. 

Regarding claim 2: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
Miyamoto further discloses that each player position has an individual player 
processing board dedicated to that position (paragraph [0049]). However 
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Miyamoto does not disclose that the card reader is part of the mechanical card 
shuffling device. 

Johnson does disclose that the card reader is part of the mechanical card 
shuffling device (abstract). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to create a quicker and therefore more enjoyable 
game for players to play. 

Regarding claim 6: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
However Miyamoto does not disclose that the processor is programmable to 
enable the play of more than one different casino table game wherein cards are 
used in the play of each of the games. 

Sines does disclose that the processor is programmable to enable the 
play of more than one different casino table game wherein cards are used in the 
play of each of the games (paragraph [0048]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to enhance the play and entertainment value of the 
game. 

.Regarding claim 7: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
Miyamoto further discloses that the video display surface is a continuous video 
display surface (Figs. 6a-6f). 
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Regarding claim 8: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
Miyamoto further discloses that the continuous video display surface has 
changeable light filtering that can screen displayed images from various angles 
and the light filtering can be changed upon command by the processor 
(paragraphs [0062]-[0066]). 

Regarding claim 9: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
Although Miyamoto does not specifically disclose the light filtering can be 
changed upon external command, Miyamoto does disclose that the continuous 
video display is CRT display device (10) and it is well known that common CRT 
displays contain knobs and/or buttons or the like to adjust the light filtering of the 
screen in order to create a more pleasurable display for the viewer to view. 

Regarding claims 10-11: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed 
above. However Miyamoto does not disclose player input is provided at least in 
part by controls in the video display surface; and that the controls comprise touch 
screen controls. 

Sines does disclose player input is provided at least in part by controls in 
the video display surface, and that the controls comprise touch screen controls 
(paragraph [0091]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to enhance the play and entertainment value of the 
game. 
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Regarding claim 12: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
Miyamoto further discloses that the controls comprise a panel embedded into the 
video display surface (paragraphs [0100]-[0101]). 

Regarding claim 13-15: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed 
above. Miyamoto further discloses that additional player input can be provided 
from player input provided on a surface below the video display surface and 
facing a position where players are to be seated (11) (Fig. 10). 

Regarding claim 16-17: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed 
above. However Miyamoto does not disclose that communication between the at 
least one processor and the individual player processor is performed through a 
transaction-based protocol; or that the at least one processor or the individual, 
player processor can start a transaction. 

Sines does disclose that communication between the at least one 
processor and the individual player processor is performed through a transaction- 
based protocol (PENTIUM™) (paragraph [0085]), and Although Sines does not 
specifically disclose that the at least one processor or the individual player 
processor can start a transaction it is well known in the art that using a 
transaction based protocol allows for a transaction to be initiated by either 
processor. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
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device of Miyamoto in order to create a more reliable communication with the 
gaming device. 

Regarding claims 20-21 : Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed 
above. Miyamoto further disclose that each player position has an intelligent 
individual player processing board dedicated to that position (paragraph [0049]). 
However Miyamoto does not disclose that communication between the at least 
one processor and the individual player processor is performed through a 
transaction-based protocol; and that the at least one processor or the individual 
player processor can start a transaction it is well known in the art that using a 
transaction based protocol allows for a transaction to be initiated by either 
processor. . 

Sines does disclose Sines does disclose that communication between the 
at least one processor and the individual player processor is performed through a 
transaction-based protocol (PENTIUM™) (paragraph [0085]), Although Sines 
does not specifically disclose that the at least one processor or the individual 
player processor can start a transaction it is well known in the art that using a 
transaction based protocol allows for a transaction to be initiated by either 
processor. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to create a more reliable communication with the 
gaming device. 
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Regarding claims 22, 28, and 31: Miyamoto discloses that which is 
discussed above. However Miyamoto does not disclose that the mechanical 
shuffling device comprises: a top surface and a bottom surface of said device; a 
single card receiving area for receiving an initial set of playing cards; a 
randomizing system for randomizing the order of an initial set of playing cards; a 
collection surface in a card collection area for receiving randomized playing cards 
one at a time into the card collection area, the collection surface receiving cards 
so that all cards are received below the top surface of the device; an image 
capture device that reads the rank and suit of each card before being received on 
the card collection surface; an elevator for raising the collection surface so that at 
least some randomized cards are elevated at least to the top surface of the 
device; and a moveable cover over the elevator. 

Johnson does disclose that the mechanical shuffling device comprises a 
device for forming a random set of playing cards (Col. 2, Lines 50-52) 
comprising:: a top surface and a bottom surface of said device (Fig. 2); a single 
card receiving area for receiving an initial set of playing cards (Col. 1 , Lines 57- 
60); a randomizing system for randomizing the order of an initial set of playing 
cards (Col. 1 , Line 53 - Col. 2, Line 45); a collection surface in a card collection 
area for receiving randomized playing cards one at a time into the card collection 
area (Col. 1, Line 38 - Col. 2, Line 60) (Fig. 2), the collection surface receiving 
cards so that all cards are received below the top surface of the device (Col. 2, 
Lines 4-7, and Col. 2, Lines 62-63) (Fig. 2); an image capture device that reads , 
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the rank and suit of each card before being received on the card collection 
surface (Col. 2, Lines 27-37, and Col. 5, Lines 8-1 1 ) (Fig. 2); an elevator for 
raising the collection surface so that at least some randomized cards are 
elevated at least to the top surface of the device (Col. 2, Lines 8-48, and Col. 3, 
Lines 61-65) (Fig. 2); and a moveable cover over the elevator (Col. 3, Lines 50- 
55) (Fig. 2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to enhance the play and entertainment value of the 
game: 

Regarding claim 24: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
However Miyamoto does not disclose at least one pick-off roller removes cards 
one at a time from the card receiving area and moves cards one at a time 
towards the randomizing system and the image capture device can read a card 
only after it has been moved by the at least one pick-off roller. 

Johnson does disclose at least one pick-off roller removes cards one at a 
time from the card receiving area and moves cards one at a time towards the 
randomizing system and the image capture device can read a card only after it 
has been moved by the at least one pick-off roller (Fig. 2)). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
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device of Miyamoto in order to enhance the play and entertainment value of the 
game. 

Regarding claim 32: Miyamoto discloses that which is discussed above. 
However Miyamoto does not disclose that the mechanical card shuffling device 
comprises an automatic card shuffling device comprising: a microprocessor with 
memory for controlling the operation of the device; an in-feed compartment for 
receiving cards to be randomized; a card moving mechanism for moving cards 
individually from the in-feed compartment into a card mixing compartment; an 
image capture system that can identify at least the rank of each card as it is 
moved towards, into or through the card mixing compartment, but before removal 
from the device; a card mixing compartment that identifies a position for each 
card in each set of cards formed in the card mixing compartment, a memory that 
records at least the rank of each card in each set of cards formed in the card 
mixing compartment; wherein the card mixing compartment comprises a plurality 
of substantially vertical supports, an opening for the passage of cards from the 
in-feed compartment, a moveable lower support surface; at least one stationary 
gripping element, a lower edge proximate the opening, the gripping arm capable 
of suspending cards above the opening; and an elevator for raising and lowering 
the moveable support surface. 

Johnson does disclose that the mechanical card shuffling device 
comprises an automatic card shuffling device comprising: a microprocessor with 
memory for controlling the operation of the device (Col. 1, Line 53 - Col. 2, Line 
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42); an in-feed compartment for receiving cards to be randomized (Col. 1 , Lines 
59-60) (Fig. 2); a card moving mechanism for moving cards individually from the 
in-feed compartment into a card mixing compartment (Col. 2, Lines 38-39); an 
image capture system that can identify at least the rank of each card as it is 
moved towards, into or through the card mixing compartment, but before removal 
from the device (Col. 2, Lines 27-37 & Col. 5, Lines 8-11) (Fig. 2); a card mixing 
compartment that identifies a position for each card in each set of cards formed 
in the card mixing compartment (Col. 1, Line 68 - Col. 2, Line 60); a memory that 
records at least the rank of each card in each set of cards formed in the card 
mixing compartment (Col. 4, Lines 7-15); wherein the card mixing compartment 
comprises a plurality of substantially vertical supports (Fig. 2), an opening for the 
passage of cards from the in-feed compartment (Fig. 2), a moveable lower 
support surface (Fig. 2); at least one stationary gripping element (Fig. 2), a lower 
edge proximate the opening (Fig. 2), the gripping arm capable of suspending 
cards above the opening; and an elevator for raising and lowering the moveable 
support surface (Fig. 2). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Johnson and Sines into the 
device of Miyamoto in order to enhance the play and entertainment value of the 
game. 

4. Claims 3-5, and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miyamoto et al (US 2003/0199316) in view of Johnson et al (US 
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6267248) and Sines et al (US 2001/0000778) as applied to claim 2 above, and further in 

view of Takashima (US 4614242). 

Regarding claims 3-5: Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson disclose that which 
is discussed above. However Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson do not disclose that 
each individual player processing board communicates directly with a main game 
processor; that each individual player processing board communicates directly 
with a single Dealer game engine processor; and that the single Dealer game 
engine processor communicates directly with the main game processor. 

Takashima does disclose that each individual player processing board 
(88) (Fig. 5(b)) communicates directly with a main game processor (83) (Fig. 
5(b)); that each individual player processing board communicates directly with a 
single Dealer game engine processor (CoL 4, Lines 31-45); and that the single 
Dealer game engine processor (58) (Fig. 5(a)) communicates directly with the 
main game processor (46) (Fig. 5(a)). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Takashima into the 
combined device of Johnson, Sines, and Miyamoto in order to create a more 
flexible and customizable game, and therefore increase the enjoyment by 
players. 

Regarding claims 18-19: Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson disclose that 
which is discussed above. Sines further discloses that communication between 
the at least one processor and the individual player processor is performed 



Application/Control Number: Page 13 

10/764,994 

Art Unit: 3714 

through a transaction-based protocol (PENTIUM™) (paragraph [0085]); and 
although Sines does not specifically disclose that the at least one processor or 
the individual player processor can start a transaction it is well known in the art 
that using a transaction based protocol allows for a transaction to be initiated by 
either processor. 

5. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyamoto et al (US 2003/0199316) in view of Johnson et al (US 6267248) and Sines et 
al (US 2001/0000778) as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of Huen (US 
5240140). 

Regarding claims 3-5: Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson disclose that which 
is discussed above. Johnson further discloses that the elevator raises all 
randomized cards above the top surface of the device (Col. 2, Lines 8-48). 
However Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson do not disclose that the moveable cover 
is automatically raised to allow the randomized cards to rise above the top 
surface of the device. 

Huen '140 does disclose that the moveable cover is automatically raised 
to allow the randomized cards to rise above the top surface of the device (Col. 3, 
Lines 29-39) (Figs. 1 & 3). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Huen into the combined 
device of Johnson, Sines, and Miyamoto in order to create a quicker and more 
thorough shuffling and dealing means with the gaming device. 
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6. Claim 25-27, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Miyamoto et al (US 2003/0199316) in view of Johnson et al (US 6267248) and 
Sines et al (US 2001/0000778) as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of 
Purton (US 6726205). 

Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson disclose that which is discussed above. 
However Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson do not disclose at least one 
microprocessor is present in the device and the at least one microprocessor 
controls vertical movement of the card collection surface and camera triggering; 
that at least a second sensor identifies the position of the card collection surface 
so as to place a top card in the collection area at a position that is level with or 
above the bottom of at least one card gripping element that is movable from at 
least one side of the collection area towards playing cards within the card 
collection area; or that the microprocessor is programmed to determine a 
distance that the card collection surface must be vertically moved to position at 
least one specific card at a bottom edge of the at least one card gripping element 
when the card gripping element moves to contact cards within the card collection 
area; or that a microprocessor is communicatively connected to the device and 
the microprocessor is programmed to determine a distance that the card 
collection surface must be vertically moved to position at least one specific card 
position other than the top card at a bottom edge of the at least one card 
supporting element when the card supporting element moves to contact cards 
within the card collection area. 
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Purton '205 does disclose at least one microprocessor is present in the 
device and the at least one microprocessor controls vertical movement of the 
card collection surface and camera triggering (Col. 8, Lines 30-55); that at least a 
second sensor identifies the position of the card collection surface so as to place 
a top card in the collection area at a position that is level with or above the 
bottom of at least one card gripping element that is movable from at least one 
side of the collection area towards playing cards within the card collection area 
(Col. 5, Line 65 - Col. 6, Line 9) (Fig. 16); and that the microprocessor is 
programmed to determine a distance that the card collection surface must be 
vertically moved to position at least one specific card at a bottom edge of the at 
least one card gripping element when the card gripping element moves to 
contact cards within the card collection area (Col. 4, Line 58 - Col. 5, Line 8); 
and that that a microprocessor is communicatively connected to the device and 
the microprocessor is programmed to determine a distance that the card 
collection surface must be vertically moved to position at least one specific card 
position other than the top card at a bottom edge of the at least one card 
supporting element when the card supporting element moves to contact cards 
within the card collection area (Col. 6, Lines 19-23) (Fig. 4). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Purton into the combined 
device of Johnson, Sines, and Miyamoto in order to provide card placement 
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within the card collection area in order to automate the process of integrating 

cards to eliminate the need for manual inspection. 
7. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.SC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Miyamoto et al (US 2003/0199316) in view of Johnson et al (US 6267248) and Sines et 
al (US 2001/0000778) as applied to claim 22 above, and further in view of Johnson (US 
5683085). 

Regarding claims 29: Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson disclose that which 
is discussed above. However Miyamoto, Sines, and Johnson do not disclose that 
the at least one card supporting element comprises an element on at least one 
side of the card collection area that can move inwardly within the card collection 
area to contact and support the predetermined number of cards within the card 
collection area. 

Johnson '085 does disclose that the at least one card supporting element 
comprises an element on at least one side of the card collection area that can 
move inwardly within the card collection area to contact and support the 
predetermined number of cards within the card collection area (Col. 5, Lines 29- 
35, & Col. 7, Lines 11-15). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time 
the invention was made to integrate the teachings of Purton into the combined 
device of Johnson, Sines, and Miyamoto in order to provide card placement 
within the card collection area in order to create a more efficient card shuffling 
device. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 1 0/09/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, 
one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the 
rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 41 3, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. 
Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Pinheiro whose telephone number is 571-270- 
1350. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM - 4 PM;. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR! 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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